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the N. ¥. Gowpel Herald. roar, and the fulness thereof. -Let the field be joyful, and ; : 
ren en ite yar] all that is therein ; then shall all the trees of the wood re- ‘ + 
AN APPEAL TO THE WORLD. joice before the Lord: for be cometi, for he cometh to F 
MENT judge the earth; be shall judge thé woriy with righteous- 
CPST EMBRS OF. PADS. | 68; and the with bie truth.” Ps. xcvi. J0—13. 
“Yor I beheld, and there was np men ;, even among thes, Phése testimonies that the atonement of Christ is 
and thew) was ite weunpiller, Seay Whee J astet o! hem for the wortp. Not one word is said about the elect. 
COULD ANSWER A WORD. Behold, they are all vantty—-y. I will now quote and compare every passage where it 
their works ore worarmn.” Ye. xii. 3, 29. Lis said Christ came to save and dic for the ELEcT! And 
. Piss there is not ONE! NO! not so much as one solita- 
[Continued from page 25,] ae, to prep the tottering fabric of gloomy Calvin- 
WHIVERSALITY GF THE ATONEMEND PROVED. * 
“If we receive the witness-of men, the of God 





Bet tre word chosen is supposed to be a convertibleterm et 
Beit so. We are willing to give every advantage corsis- 

tently with truth, and let Calvinism make one miore strug- 

tath the witness in himsé}f; he that believethnot God hath] g/e, before it descends to the “ the tomb of the Capulets.” 

made him a liar, because he believeth not the record that} We read at Ps. xxxiii. 11—16. “ The counsel of the Lord SS 
God gave hieSen,, And thisis the record, that God hath|standeth for eyer, the thoughts of his heart to all genera- ‘ 
given to us eternal life; and this life is inhis Son.” 1 John|tions. Blessed is the nation whose God is the Lord, the i 
v. 9—11. “For when God made promise to. Abraham,| people he bath chosen for his inheritance. The Lord i 
because he could swear by io greater, be swate ' ; himself] |ooketh down from heaven; he beboldeth all the sons of F 
—For mei verily swear by the greater, aud an oath for] men. From the place of his habitation he looketh upon all iB 
confirmation is to them an end of all strife. Wherein God|the inhabitants of the earth. bala gre their hearts 
willing more abundantly to show unto the heirs of promise | alike ; he considereth all their * Whois this bless- ; 
the immutability of bis counsel, confirmed it by an oath ;/ed nation? Ans. (Deut. vii. 6—8.) “For thou ert an om | 

ible} people unto the Lord thy God: the Lord thy God ha 


a y, two Angee eye things, in whith it was sible na y Pow hove all ¢ 
for to lie, we might have a strohg cohsolation, who| chosen thee to be a special people un mself, above a an 
5 people that are upon the face of the earth. ‘The Lord did ’ ; 


have fled for refuge to lay hold upon the hope set before us.” 
Heb. vi., &c. Whatisthathope? Ani. Theproinises of| not set his love upon you, nor choose you, because ye were 
God. Thatin the seed of Abraham, which, says an more ig number than any people ; (for ye were the fewest 
i of all people ;) but because the Lord loved you, and be- 
cause he would keep his oath which he had eworn unto 


apos- 
tle, is Christ, ai/ the nations, families, and kindreds of the 
your fathers, hath the Lord brought you out with a mighty 


earth shall be blessed. ‘‘ And we have seen, and do testify, 

that the Father sent the Son fo be the Saviour of the worLp 
band, and redeemed you out of the house of bondmen, 
from the hand of - oh king of Egypt.” Again, Who 


—1 John iv, 14.—Behold the Lamb of God; which taketh 

away the sim of the wortp. John i. 29. For the bread o y 

God is he which cometh down from heaven, and giveth | hath God chosen for his inheritance? Ps. ii.7, 8. “1 will 
declare the decree; The Lord hath said unto me, Thou» 
my Son; this day bave I begotten thee. Ask of me, and! 


LiFE unto the woRLD, vi. 33. And if dny man hear my 

words, asid believe not, I judge him not ; for Leame wor to 
shall give the heathen thine inheritance, and the uttermas 
parts of the earth thy possession.” Again, ‘Lo, chi'dr 


judge the wortp, but to save the worLp, £ii.47. For 

God so loved the WonLD, that he gave his only begotten 

Son, that whosoever believeth in him, should not perish, |are the heritege of the Lord; and the fruit of the wor b 
his reward.”’ Ps, cxxvii. 3. There is no declaration t 

the Lord Jesus Christ died for the chosen. The elect 2 


but have everlasting life. For God sent not his Son into 

the worRLD to condemn the worLp, but that the worLp - eek 
chesenynseonsing, 40 alvin’s logic, are in a very bad cast 
for none are to be saved but those for whom christ diet 

and he died only for the elect and the chosen, and the Seri 


through him might be SAvEo. iii. 16, 17,. Nope delice | 
not (deol: 5 2 Fast heay hens (a careers 
and know that this is indeed the Christ, the Saviout of the | CORE 

tures no where say that Christ died for them! If Christ die 
for the elect alone, and exclusively, we ask for proof. 


WORLD, iv. 42. God was in Christ reconciling the woRLD 

unto himself, not imputing their trespasses unto them, 2 

Cor.v. 19. If any man sin, we have an Advocate with the }so good as to produce one testimony—we ask for only ones 
We are willing to be accommedating. But we must have7oy 
one certainly, This is a sene cua non. On the other hand © oa 


Father, Jesus Christ the righteous: And he is the propi- 

tiation for oyr sins ; and uot for ours enly, but also for the ne” 
—If Christ did not die for the non-elect, give us proof of 
the fact. This is a very impértant question. ‘The Scrip- neh, 


WHOLE WORLD! 1 Jobn ii. 1,2. All the ends of the 

WORLD shall remember, and turn unto the Lord; and all 

the kindreds of the nations shall worship before thee, for tures, which are explicit on every thing else, will afford 
the kingdom is the Lord’s, and he is the Governor among} abundant testimony to prove thie if true! therefore pro- 
the nations. Ps. xxii. 27. The earth is the Lord‘s, and|duce one; we ask for only one testimony, te prove that 
the fullness thereof; the worup, and they that dwell| Christ didnot die for the world, whom you ccntend are the 
therein. xxiv. 1. This is a Lier saying, and wor-|non-elect ! 

worthy of all acceptation, that Christ Jesus came into the We appeal to the consciences of all men, and ask, Is not 
world to save sinners, of whom I am chief. 1 Tim. i. 15. | this granting every indulgence? Wonld you be willing to 
The kingdoms of this worLp are become the kingdoms of| surrender your money, which is perishable, and of trifling 
our Lord, and of his Christ, and he shall reign forever and |consequente, without testimony, when you had nuinerovs 
ever. Rev. xi. 15. Say among the heathen, the Lord} testimonies to prove your title toit? and will you give up, 
reigneth ;\the wort alsoshall be established that it shall bat the first summons, your future, and the endless welfare 
not be moved ; he shalt judge the people righteously. Let‘ of your souls, and the character and goodness of your heav- 
the heavens rejoice, and !et the earth be glad; let the sea enly Father, withont testimony? Pause before vou des 


~ grates ; for this is the witnuse os rb 
testified of his Son. He that believeth on the Son of God, 
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cide We repeat it—we must have testimony; and we 
tell you, that you never can produce it ! 
(To be Continued.) 


ee 

Mr. Editor.—Perceiving that your paper is practically 
as well asin name, a vehicle of ‘free inquiry,’ I presume 
you will feel no objection to publishing the following ex- 
tract from the “ Unitarian Miscellany,”? an ably conduct- 
ed work, devoted to the views and interests of the deno- 
mination of christians which its name indicates, published 
at Baltimore. 

The extract is a part of an article entitled “ An abstract 
of Unitarian belief,’ and contains a summary of their doc- 
trines; which, in as much as “this sect, are evilly spo- 
ken of every where,” and at the same time appear to be 
rising rapidly into importance, it is believed many of your 
readers may have a curiosity to examine. 

‘* Unitarians believe, that the scriptures of the 
Old aod New Testament contain authentic records 
of the dispensations of God, and of his revelations 
tomen. We think the evidence of the truth and 
divine authority of these books to be abundant and 
convincing. Séveral unitarian writers of great 
celebrity have written expressly in their vindica- 
tion and defence. 

We believe, that the revealed truths of the 
scriptures are in conformity with the principles of 
right reason, and consistent with one another. 
We hold it to be impossible, in the nature of 
things, that any truths, which God has revealed, 
should be irrational, or contradictory among them- 
selves. Whut stronger evidence can you have of 
the falsenese of any proposition, than that it con- 
tradicts an undeniable truth, violates the plainest 
laws of your understanding, and opposes the deli- 
berate convictions of your judgement? No such 
proposition, we are persuaded, can be contained 
in the scriptures, 

Unitarians believe one of the great doctrines 
taught in the Scriptores to be the uniry and sv- 
premacy ofGod. Our reason tells us, that there 
can be but one God, one infinitely perfect Being ; 
and scriptare throughout bears testimony to this 
truth. ‘* Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God is one 
Lord.’ Language similar to this is often repeat- 
ed in the New Testament. ‘ There is but one 
cop, the raruer, of whom are all things—there is 
none other God but ong—thejonly Lord God—- 
the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ—the 
only wise God. For there is but one cop, and 
one mediator between God and men, the map 
Christ Jesus.’™* 

As there is but one God, who ‘made the heav- 
en. the earth, the sea, and all that in them is,” 
so the scripture teaches, that he alone is to be 
worshipped. That the Father is the only proper 
object of worship, is a truth, which is urged upon 
us, both by the commands and example of our Sa- 
yiour. ‘* Then said Jesus unto him, get thee 
benee, Satan, for it is written, thoa shalt worship 
the Lord thy God, and [isn only shalt thou serve.”’ 
‘‘ After this manner, therefore, pray ye,—Our 


* Dent. vi. 4. 1Cor. viii. 4. 6. Jude 4. 1 Tim.i. 17. 


Father, which art in heaven, hallowed be thy 
name.” ‘ But the hour cometh, and now is, wher 
the trwe worshippers shall worship the Father in 
spirit and in truth.” ‘* And in that day ye shali 
ask me mothing. Verily, verily, | say unto you, 
whatsoever ye shall ask the Father, in my name, he 
shall give it you.”* In these texts of scripture, 
we have the express commands of Christ to wor- 
ship the Father only. His own example was uni- 
formly in accordance with these directions. He 
always addressed his prayers to the Father. A 
remarkable evidezce of this may be seen through- 
out the whole seventeenth chapter of John.— 
From these, and numerous other testimonies, uni- 
tarians think it a religious obligation of the utmost q 
importance, to render divine homage to no other 
being, than the supreme God. 

Unitarians believe, that Jesus Christ was a mes- 
senger commissioned from heaven to make a reve- 
lation, and communicate the will of God to men. 
They alt agrde, that he was not God; that he 
was a distinct being from the Father, and subor- 
dinate te him; and that he received from the Fa- 
ther all his power, wisdom, and knowledge. In 
proof of this doctrine, reason and scripture con- 
cur. If Christ were not a distinct being from the 
Father, how could he pray to the Father? And 
‘if he were distinct, he must be inferiour ; for no 
rational mind can conceive of two separate beings, 


each infinitely perfect. If this were possible, q 
there would be two Gods, and no longer one su- ‘ 
preme God. 


Our Savrour said of himself, ‘‘I came down a 
from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will 
of nim, that sent me.” ‘* But I have not spoken 
of myself; the Father which sent me, he gave me 
acommandment what | should say, and what I 
should speak.”” ‘* Asthe Father hath sent me, 
even so send I you.”* Let any one read these 
passages seriously, and ask himself whether Christ, 
who is speaking, is the same being as the Father, 
who sent him, who taught him what he was to say, 
and to whose will he conformed’? Would there 
be any meaning in these passages, if you were to 
suppose, that Christ alluded to himself, when he 
spoke of thy Father, who sent'dim ? 


Although unitarians do not believe Christ to be 
God, because they think such a doctrine at vari- 
ance with reason and scripture, yet they believe 
him to have been authorized and empowered te 
make a divine revelation to the world. We be- 
lieve in the divinity of bis mission, but not of his 
person. We consider all he has taught as coming 
from God ; we receive his commands, and rely on 
his promises, as the commands and promises of 
God. In his miracles we see the power of God ; 
in his doctrines and precepts we behold the wis- 
dom of God ; and in his lite and character we see 
a bright display ofevery divine virtue. Our hope 


© Acts. iv. 24. Matt. iv. 10. vi. 9. John iv. 23. xvi. 28. 





Eph. i. 3. 1 Pim, ii. 5. 








¢ Jctm vii. 16. viii. 26, verse 28. 
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of salvation rests on the truths he has disclosed, 
We believe' 


and the means he has pointed out. 
him to be entitled to our implicit faith, obedience, 
and submission, and we feel towards him all the 
veneration, love, and gratitude, which the dignity 
of his mission, the sublime purity of his character, 
and his sufferings for the salvation of men, justly 
demand. Bat we do not pay him religious hom- 
age, because we think this would be derogating 
from the honour and majesty of the Supreme Be- 
ing, who, our Saviour himself has told us, is the 
only proper object of our adoration and worship. 

Unitarians believe, that Christ was one being, 
and that he possessed one mind, one will, oae con- 
sciousness. The trinitarian doctrine is, that in 
Christ were ‘two whole and perfect natures 
joined together in one person,” and that one of 
these natures was God, and the other man. We 
maintain, that two such natures mugt necessarily 
make two beings. What constitutes a distinct be- 
ing, but a distinct nature ? 
natures, or what is the same thing, two minds, two 
sonls, two wills, can constitute one person, we 
take to be utterly unintelligible and absurd. Sup- 
pose such a thing possible ; it would lead to the 
most glaring contradictions and impossibilities. 
The same being would be omnipotent and immor- 
tal, and yet a feeble man and subject to death; he 
would know all things, and yet be ignorant ; he 
would be perfect and imperfect ; the creator of 
all things, yet derived and dependent. 

We believe the Holy Ghost, or Holy Spirit, 
was the spirit of God, and not a person, or being, 
or substance, distinct from God. When comrmu- 
nicated to men, it was a supernatural gift, the en- 
ergy and power of God operating upon their 
minds, giving new light to their understanding, 
and increasing their natural intelligence and wis- 
dom. That the Holy Spirit is not a person, is 
evident from the various characteristics attributed 
to it in the Scriptures. It is said to be poured out, 
shed forth, given without measure, and in portions. 
Men are said to drink into it, and it is at one time 
represented as being taken away, and at another as 
quenched. But noge of these things arg applicable 
toa person. And more especially, if the Holy 
Spirit were a person, and at the same time God, 


re characteristics would be absurd and impos- 
sible.” 


COMMUNICATIONS. 


| FOR THE INQUIRER. 
The docirine of total depravity has become so 





 , 


fashionable in my neighborhood, that I have: 


thought proper to bestow a few remarks upon it. 
Mankind, say the Calvinists, ‘‘ are by nature fo- 
tally depraved.” —‘* Adam being the root, and by 
God’s appointment standing in the stead of all 
mankind, the guilt of his sin was imputed, and 
corrapt oature conveyed to all his posterity. 
From this original corruption, whereby we are 


The nvtion, that two, 





atterly indisposed, disabled and made opposers tO 

all good, and wholly inclined to all evil, proceeds 

all actual transgressions.’’ The doctrine of tota! 

depravity is the grand corner stone, which sup- 

ports the noble superstructure of Calvinism. But 

let us examine both by scripture and reason, and 

judge whether it is, or is not founded on asolid and 

permanent basis. I am far froin believing the na- 

ture and condition of man so helpless and deplora- 

ble, as the above quotations from the Saybrook 

Platform would represent him. What! Man 

| formed, fashioned and endowed by the God of all 

imercy and goodness, and brought into being by his 

Almighty power in this depraved and wretched 
condition ; direct from the hands of an infinitely 
ipure, holy and just creator, and yet totally deprav- 
ed! 

Ifthis be our case, it is wretched—hopelessly 
wretthed. How shall helpless infantile nature 
purify ftself 7 Or will infantsbe admitted into the, 
r gansion of rest in this depraved cendition? The 
Saviour, speaking of little children says, ‘+ suffer 
them to come unto me and forbid them not, fer of 4 
such is the kingdom of heaven.” There is noth- p- 
ing here said, which implies, that a supernatural : 
change was necessary before they could come, nor 
did their depravity prevent their coming ; for “he 
took them up in his arms, put bis hands upon them 
and blessed them.”” If man were born totally de- j 
praved, he would be wholly incapacitated from do- e 
ing any good ; his whole life would be one con- 
tinued scene of vice and enormily. The uumer- 
ous exhortations with which the scriptures abound, 
to repentance. faith and obediance, are incontes- 
table evidence that he is not thus depraved. There 
would be as much propriety in calling on the dead 
to rise up and walk, as to exhort a being totally 
depraved to ‘ rvork out his own salvation with fear 
and trembling.” ‘The Calvinists finding it dificult, 
to establish their tenets where men freely exeme, 
cise their rational powers, resort to stratagem @ 
cry ‘‘ REASON is depraved’’—and I regret to 4 
knowled this artifice has (00 often succeeded. JF 
eye of reason must first be blinded, or you 
sure to discover the fallacy and absurdity of th 
doctrine. — 

The Calvinists use what reason they posse 
convince others that ‘‘ reason #s depraved,” 't 
combat others with reason till their mental mag 
zine is exhausted, then cry out ‘‘reason is dé 
praved.” Iftheir mode of reasoning could be 
considered a fair specimen, I should be induced” 
to believe in total depravity. Toshow that lam 7% 
not hasty or uncharitable in this conclusion, I will’ 
quote a few of their declarations. ‘* By the de- 
crees of God, for the manifestation of his glory,’ 
some men are predestinated unto everlasting life, 
and others fore-ordained to everlasting death, and 
their number is so certain and definite, that it can- 
not be either increased or diminished.” ‘The 
work of regeneration is iastaxtanron's and irres?s- 
table.” ‘* Nothing but the love of God can res- 
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cide We repeat it—we must have testimony; and we 
tell you, that you never can produce it ! 
(To be Continued.) 


ee 

Mr. Editor.—Perceiving that your paper is practically 
as well as in name, a vehicle of ‘free inquiry,’ I presume 
you will feel no objection to publishing the following ex- 
tract from the ‘* Unitarian Miscellany,’”? an ably conduct- 
ed work, devoted to the views and interests of the deno- 
mination of christians which its name indicates, published 
at Maltimore. 

The extract is a part of an article entitled ‘* An abstract 
of Unitarian belief,” and contains a summary of their doc- 
trines; which, in as much as “this sect, ave evilly spo- 
ken of every where,” and at the same time appear to be 
rising rapidly into importance, itis believed many of your 
readers may have a curiosity to examine. 

‘* Unitarians believe, that the scriptures of the 
Old aud New Testament contain authentic records 
of the dispensations of God, and of his revelations 
tomen. We think the evidence of the truth and 
divine authority of these books to be abundant and 
convincing. Séverdl unitarian writers of great 
celebrity have written expressly in their vindica- 
tion and defence. 

We believe, that the revealed truths of the 
scriptures are in conformity with the principles of 
right reason, and consistept with one another. 
We hold it to be impossible, in the nature of 
things, that any truths, which God has revealed, 
should be irrational, or contradictory among them- 
selves. Whut stronger evidence can you have of 
the falsenese of any proposition, than that it con- 
tradicts an undeniable truth, violates the plainest 
laws of your understanding, and opposes the deli- 
berate convictions of your judgement? No such 
proposition, we are persuaded, can be contained 
in the scriptures, 

Unitarians believe one of the great doctrines 
taught in the Scriptores to be the uniry and sv- 
premacy ofGod. Our reason tells us, that there 
can be but one God, one infinitely perfect Being ; 
and scripture throughout bears testimony to this 
truth. ‘* Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God is one 
Lord.” Language similar to this is often repeat- 
ed in the New Testament. ‘‘ There is but one 
Gop, the ratuer, of whom are all things—there is 
none other God but ong—thejonly Lord God— 
the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ—the 
only wise God. For there is but one cop, and 
one mediator between God and men, the map 
Christ Jesus.’”* 

As there is but one God, who “made the heav- 
en. the earth, the sea, and all that in them is,” 
so the scripture teaches, that he alone is to be 
worshipped. That the Father is the only proper 
object of worship, is a truth, which is urged upon 
us, both by the commands and example of our Sa- 
yiour, ‘* Then said Jesus unto him, get thee 
benee, Satan, for it is wrilten, thoa shalt worship 
the Lord thy God, and Hi: only shalt thou serve.” 
‘* After this manner, therelore, pray ye,—Our 


* Dent, vi. 4. 1 Cor. viii. 4, 6. Jude 4. 1 Tim.i. 17. 
Fp. 3. 1 Dim, i. 5. 


Father, which art in heaven, hallowed be thy 
name.” ‘ But the hour cometh, and now is, wheg 
the trwe worshippers shall worship the Father in 
spirit and in truth.” ‘* And in that day ye shal/ 
ask me mothing. Verily, verily, | say unto you, 
whatsoever ye shall ask the Father, in my name, he 
shall give it you.”* In these texts of scripture, 
we have the express commands of Christ to wor- 
ship the Father only. His own example was uni- 
formly in accordance with these directions. He 
always addressed his prayers to the Father. A 
remarkable evidence of this may be seen through- 
out the whole seventeenth chapter of John.— 
From these, and numerous other testimonies, uni- 
tarians think it a religious obligation of the utmost 
importance, to render divine homage to no other 
being, than the supreme God. 

Unitarians believe, that Jesus Christ was a mes- 
senger commissioned from heaven to make a reve- 
lation, and cofmunicate the will of God to men. 
They alt agrée, that he was not God; that he 
was a distinct being from the Father, and subor- 
dinate to him; and that he received from the Fa- 
ther all his power, wisdom, and knowledge. In 
proof of this doctrine, reason and scripture con- 
cur. If Christ were not a distinct being from the 
Father, how could he pray to the Father? And 
if he were distinct, he must be inferiour ; for no 
‘rational mind can conceive of two separate beings, 
each infinitely perfect. If this were possible, 
there would be two Gods, and no longer one su- 
preme God. 

Our Savrour said of himself, ‘‘I came down 
from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will 
of nim, that sent me.”” ‘* But I have not spoken 
of myself; the Father which sent me, he gave me 
acommandment what | should say, and what I 
should speak.” ‘* Asthe Father hath sent me, 
even so send I you.”* Let any one read these 
passages seriously, and ask himself whether Christ, 
who is speaking, is the same being as the Father, 
who sent him, who taught him what he was to say, 
and to whose will he conformed’? Would there 
be any meaning in these passages, if you were to 
suppose, that Christ alluded to himself, when he 
spoke of thy Father, who sent'bim ? 


Although’ unitarians do not believe Christ to be 
God, because they think such a doctrine at vari- 
ance with reason and scripture, yet they believe 
him to have been authorized and empowered te 
make a divine revelation to the world. We be- 
lieve in the divinity of bis mission, but not of his 
person. We consider all he has taught as coming 
from God ; we receive his commands, and rely on 
his promises, as the commands and promises of 
God. In his miracles we see the power of God ; 
in his doctrines and precepts we behold the wis- 
dom of God ; and in his lite and character we see 
a bright display ofevery divine virtue. Oar hope 


® Acts. iv. 24. Matt. iv. 10. vi. 9. John iv. 23. xvi. 28. 
¢ Jc vii. 16. viii. 26, verse 28. 
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of salvation rests on the truths he has disclosed,  atterly indisposed, disabled and made opposers t 


and the means he has pointed out. 
him to be entitled to our implicit faith, obedience, 
and submission, and we feel towards him all the 
veneration, love, and gratitude, which the dignity 
of his mission, the sublime purity of his character, 
and his sufferings for the salvation of men, justly 
demand. Bat we do not pay him religious hom- 
age, because we think this would be derogating 
from the honour and majesty of the Supreme Be- 
ing, who, our Saviour himself has told us, is the 
only proper object of our adoration and worship. 

Unitarians believe, that Christ was one being, 
and that he possessed one mind, one will, one con- 
sciousness. The trinitarian doctrine is, that in 
Christ were ‘two whole and perfect natures 
joined together in one person,” and that one of 
these natures was God, and the other man. We 
maintain, that two such natures mugt necessarily 
make two beings. What constitutes a distinct be- 
ing, but a distinct nature ? 
natures, or what is the same thing, two minds, two 
sonls, two wills, can constitute one person, we 
take to be utterly unintelligible and absurd. Sup- 
pose such a thing possible ; it would lead to the 
most glaring contradictions and impossibilities. 
The same being would be omnipotent and immor- 
tal, and yet a feeble man and subject to death; he 
would know all things, and yet be ignorant ; he 
would be perfect and imperfect ; the creator of 
all things, yet derived and dependent. 

We believe the Holy Ghost, or Holy Spirit, 
was the spirit of God, and not a person, or being, 
or substance, distinct from God. When commu- 
nicated to men, it was a supernatural gift, the en- 
ergy and power of God operating upon their 
minds, giving new light to their understanding, 
and increasing their natural intelligence and wis- 
dom. That the Holy Spirit is not a person, is 
evident from the various characteristics attributed 
to it in the Scriptures. It is said to be poured out, 
shed forth, given without measure, and in portions. 
Men are said to drink into it, and it is at one time 
represented as being taken away, and at another as 
quenched. But noge of these things arqapplicable 
toa person. And more especially, if the Holy 
Spirit were a person, and at the same time God, 


— characteristics would be absurd and impos- 
sible.” 


i _" 
COMMUNICATIONS. 


: FOR THE INQUIRER. 

The docirine of total depravity has become so 
fashionable in my neighborhood, that I have 
thought proper to bestow a few remarks upon it. 
Mankind, say the Calvinists, ‘are by nature to- 
tally depraved.” ‘* Adam being the root, and by 
God’s appointment standing in the stead of all 
mankind, the guilt of his sin was imputed, and 
corrapt nature conveyed to all his posterity. 
From this original corruption, whereby we are 





— 


We believe! 


The nvtion, that two, 


all good, and wholly inclined to all evil, proceeds 
all actual transgressions.’’ The doctrine of total 
depravity is the grand corner stone, which sup- 
ports the noble superstructure of Calvinism. But 
let us examine both by scripture and reason, and 
judge whether it is, or is not founded on asolid and 
permanent basis. I am far frotm believing the na- 
ture and condition of man so helpless and deplora- 
ble, as the above quotations from the Saybrook 
Platform would represent him. What! Man 
| formed, fashioned and endowed by the God of all 
imercy and goodness, and brought into being by his 
Almighty power in this depraved and wretched 
condition ; direct from the hands of an infinitely 
pure, holy and just creator, and yet totally deprav- 

ed! 

Ifthis be our case, it is wretched—hopelessly 
wretthed. How shall helpless infantile nature 
purify self 7 Or will infantsbe admitted into the 
Fr. gansion of rest in this depraved cendition? The 
Saviour, speaking of little children says, ‘* suffer 
them to come unto me and forbid them not, for of 
such is the kingdom of heaven.”” There is noth- 

ing here said, which implies, that a supernotursl 
change was necessary before they could come, nor 

did their depravity prevent their coming ; for ‘he 

took them up in his arms, put bis hands upon them 

and blessed them.”’ Ifman were born totally de- 

praved, he would be wholly incapacitated from do- 

ing any good ; his whole life would be one con- 

tinued scene of vice and enormily. The numer- 

ous exhortations with which the scriptures abound, 

to repentance. faith and obediance, are incontes- 

table evidence that he is not thus depraved. There 

would be as much propriety in calling on the dead, 
to rise up and walk, as to exhort a being totally” 
depraved to ‘‘ work out his own salvation with feat) 
and trembling.” ‘The Calvinists finding it dificul 
to establish their tenets where men freely exer 
cise their rational powers, resort to stratagem aud 
cry ‘‘ REASON is depraved’’—and 1 regret to ac 
knowled this artifice has (00 often succeeded. Th 
eye of reason must first be blinded, or you are 


doctrine. 

The Calvinists use what reason they posses to 
convince others that ‘‘ reason ts depraved,” they 
combat others with reason till their mental maga- 
zine is exhausted, then cry out “reason is de- 
praved.” I[fthéir mode of reasoning could be 
considered a fair specimen, I should be induced 
to believe in total depravity. Toshow that lam 
not hasty or uncharitable in this conclusion, I will 
‘quote a few of their declarations. ‘* By the de- 
crees of God, for the manifestation of hia glory, 
some men are predestinated unto everlasting life, 
and others fore-ordained to everlasting death, and 
their number is so certain and definite, that it can- 
not be either increased or diminished.’ ‘“ The 
work of regeneration is instaxtanerons and irresrs- 
table.” ‘* Nothing but the love of God cun res- 





sure to discover the fallacy and absurdity of there ~ 
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train the sinner.” ‘* Every act of the unregener- | breath of reason assail it, and it tumbles into chaos, 





Bin ate is an heinous sin.”" ‘* Without the help of|for itis founded on a sandy foundation. 

| Lh Christ ye can donothing.”’ Ifthis be true, where MODICUM. 
| is our boasted free agency ? What responsibility a} 

; can be attached to us? But I forbear the further FOR THE INQUIRER. 
i persuit of this subject, as the above quotations are LADY MORGAN’S ITALY. 





sufficiently conclusive, that Calvinistic reason is] This is the most valuable work of the kind which has 
ae both weak and depraved. But because they are|®ppeared in modern times. It will be read with pleasure 
he thus depraved from the influence of error and ab- {#4 admiration by the friends of truth and the rights of 


i ee ; ; :mankind—by the advocates of civil and religious freedom 
4 surd dogmas, shall we infer that all mankind arej ang by all who detest kingcraft and priestcraft, and those 
in the same predicament? As well might the) base systems of civi! and ecclesiastical despotism, found- 
blind conclude that all are blind—or the egnorant \ed by force, fraud, and the grossest impositions practised 
presume that all are rgnoramuses. upon the credulity and weakness of poor human nature, 


fs. which have so long degraded and oppressed the human 
La How far the moral deportment of Adam affected race. This work contains an astonishing quantum of in- 


Bib his own temporal and spiritual happiness, is notj formation, and abounds in observations and. remarks upon 

Box within my province to determine. But it is ut-|‘men and things,’ political and ecclesiastical institutions, 
terly incompatible with the natare of things, to|*?iety, historical events, politics, morals, manners, &c. 

: “ne : : >" }-;,, |ingenius, liberal, luminous and profound.—It ought to be 

transfer his guilt to his posterity. It will readily | in the hands of every American reader. We make the fol- 

be admitted, man is from certain causes disposed lowing extract asa specimen of the liberality and justness 
to deviate from rectitude. But that any ong ig to- |of the views of the work. : ot ¥ wy 

tally and constantly wicked from necessity, is not] « All religions have abounded in ceremony, from 
admissible in the courts of common sense. As I|the moment they have made part of a state sys- 

am disposed to treat this subject with a degree of}tem ; and the temples of Brahma ‘in Cashmir, of 

candour, I shall introduce some of the texts which|the Delai Lama in Thibet, of Isis in Egypt, of Ju- 

are used by my opponents to establish their doc-|piter in Greece, and of St. Peter’s in Rome, bave 

, i trine. ‘* There is none righteous no not one.| witnessed the celebration of mysteries, performed 
There is none that doeth good and sinneth not. |less in honour of the Deity than for imposition up- 

The imagination of the heart is evil, and that}on man. Of all other religious systems, that sup- 

: ie continually.” That is, there is none, perfectly | ported by the Jewish hierarchy seems to have 
| aie righteous or supremely good, except God. Tho’; been the most loaded with forms, the most encum- 


| ae the imagination is evil ; who would infer that the jbered with rites, the most lavish in details, and 














, evil here spoken of is as extensive as the powers|the most gorgeous in decoration. The policy of 
{ jaa of man will admit. These passages must be moch |jits High Priests, however, became occasionally 
| ie distorted to signify any thing like total depravity. dangerous to their power; and the people, whom 
vr 1 presume there never was a man 80 perfect, just'they led and influenced through the medium of the 
| and holy, but that in some unguarded moment he senses, became prone to idolatry, and curious to 


may have deviated from strict justice. On the) practise the rites of foreign superstitions. The 
contrary, the earth never witnessed a human be-' Divine founder of Christianity came to reform 
¢ | Bt ing so vicious and corrupt, as to exclade all virtue this corruption, and to simplify the rites of the 
‘4 7 and morality. Show me the man who has done Church of Moses—to replace a load of idle and— 
1a all the evil in his power, and him I will acknowl- | superstitious ceremonies, stained by many crimes, 
| t edge totally depraved. With a view to exhibit/and weakened by many absurdities, with a reli- 
an \ those who are not totally depraved according to| gion, whose leading dogma was ‘‘ Peace and good 
, | : the Calvinistic system, I will quote a few remarks|wiil towards Men,” whose leading rite* was bor- 
4: from the ‘ Report of the committee of the eever-|rowed fro e social feelings, and represented 
| Hed, al district associations of Connecticut, in 1821.’ by the simplest and most social of acts. He com- 
7 4 _ Speaking of the late fruits of the revivals they manded no churches, and is rarely represented as 
| 44 observe, ‘‘ the convicted were silent, the convert-| entering them, except to reprobate the system, 
H hy ed serene. They were universally docile to their|and to impeach the practices by which their tem- 
iF ministers, and submitted to their guidance as sheep poral splendour and power were promoted. He 
ie to their shepherds.” No wondemthese spiritual, authorized but one sacrifice, and was himself the 
q i guides should commend the silence, serenity and victim. He raised no altars, and adorned no 
je i docility of their flocks, so long as they tamely sub-|shrines ; for he preached in the Desert, and ad- 
} 








mit to be shaved anu shorn, and then turned into; monished from the Mountain! He draped not hie 
i barren pastures to graze on predestination, election, | followers in ‘ Pups and fine linen;”’ but evinc- 
Pat disinterested benevolence and total depravity. Such! ed his contempt of such trappings, when, pointing 
food will afford as little nutriment to the mind, as; to the field-flower that sprang athi 


tea! s feet, he declar- 
4 husks and brambles would to the body. The doc- 
| 


ed that ‘‘ Solomon in all his glory was not clothed 





ee a 





trine of total depravity is better calculated to pro-| ——— 
és + . . |. * The last-supper—the most beautiful, the most touch- 
sees eee ere tee. by Pi heparan 2 ing of all religious rites—the only one left by our Saviour, : 


. | who never practised nor impesed the ceremony of bap- 
tempt, than benevolence and philanthropy. Let the 'tism, though in his meekness he submitted to it. 

























































RELIGIOUS INQUIRER, 37 


| ne + ee + 















tike one of these.” He left no models for episco- 
pal mitres, or pontificial tiaras :—his own was a 
crown of thorns! He ordained no processional ce- 
remonies, and ordered no public thanksgivings. 
He limited the reserved privacy of man’s commu- 
nication with his God, to ‘two or three ;” but 
most he commended him who should shun all pub- 
licity in the solemn offerings of his heart to heav. 
en, and who, in the deep seclusions of his closet, 
should raise that short and simple prayer, so con- 
formable to the wants and weakness and depen- 
dence of the species—the only prayer he dictated, 
and the only prayer man need proffer. His sys- 
tem, founded on the laws of nature and the immu- 
tability of moral truth, and consecrated by the di- 
vinity of his mission, was fatal to all existing state 





obscure or mysterious without its having been the 
design of God that they should be #0, and that it 
would be an impeachment of the divine character 
to maintain, that God had intentionally communi- 
cated an unintelligible revelation ; and more espe- 
cially, without having informed his creatures for ‘ 
whose benefit it was intended, that it was so, but 5 
on the contrary, told them that # was plain and e 
simple, and commanded them to search into it,— a 
We will now proceed to show the falsity and ab- 2. 
surdity of the position that revelation is enigmati- 
cal, by considerations drawn principally from the 
scriptures themselves. 





spirit of inspiration, nevertheless consists of words 
‘and sentences, formed and arranged upon the same 


The Bible, although dictated or written by the 


churches,—alike dangerous to the hierarchies of gramatical and philolegical principles as. other 
Moses and Jupiter. The followers of both rose hooks or writings are. So far then, as it respects 
against him. Jews and Gentiles for once became ithe composition, or the formation and structure 
united, under the sympathy of mutual imterests”;' of Wefitences, it is‘ not. pref®nded, that ihe scrip- 
and he-who was alike averse from the worship in jtures are goyerned by. any, peculiar or mysterious 
the Temples of Solomon and of Ephesus, was per- principles. They do not require a mysterious or 
secuted, condemned, and crucified. A religion spiritnal gammer ; they can be analised and their 
arose in the course of succeeding ages, which, | grammatical harmeny and government tested up- 
taking the name, and affecting some of the doc-! on the ordinary principles of that science. There 
trines of Christianity, exhibited a ritual, splendid, |is not therefore in revelation, avy hidden or un- 
and ceremonioue, beyond all which Jerusalem or | known rinciple of composition, or arrangement 
Athens had ever witnessed: it attacked every | of words, to convey ideas. This being the case, 
sense, it seized on every feeling, it intoxicated the jt must be subject to the same construction, and 





imagination, it set reason at defiance, and became 
at once the duty and recreation, the penalty and, 
pleasure of its followers. New relations in socie- ; 


ty, connected with new interests, at length broke , 


up its unity, and diminished its influence ; but if, 
in the branching off from the parent stem a dogma, 
was dropped, or a mystery denied, the principle ican be no question as to their construction, @ 
remained the same, and even forms lost but little. | cept itis as to the use of words. Those theref 


St. Paul's, in London, differed but in degree from! who contend for the enigmatical character of 


St. Peter’s at Rome ; and Canterbury in his pa- 
lace, and Durham on his throne, were but modi- 
fications of the Pontiff of the Vatican, or the Pa- 
triarch at St. Petersburgh, 

The Church was still the same, whether Greek, 
or Roman, or English—gorgeous in its forms, ex- 
clusive in its principles, and arr in its pre- 
tensions,—first grasping at unive wer, after- 
wards contented to share a domination it could not 
exclusively possess. In all its phases it was in- 
imical to liberty, and most particularly to that liber- 
ty against which its ministers publicly petitioned 
inthe most enlightened country—liberty of con- 
science.* 





‘* See the petition against the ordinance for liberty of 
conscience, preseated by the Seven Bishops to James 
Second, while they declared “ their holy mother church of 
England’? was ‘‘ unquestionably loyal,” &c. 

— 
FOR THE INQUIRER. 
Of the explication of the Scriptures. 
f _ (Continued from page 28.) 
Having in my last, attempted by arguments a 
priors to prove that the ecriptures could not be 


governed by the same. principles of interpretation 
as other writings, unless, words are used in the 
scriptures in a sense different from their ordinary 
import and meaning. As it is not contended that 
the scriptures are composed or written upon any 
mysterious, unknown or peculiar principles, ther 


scriptures, must necessarily maintain, that im 
sacred volume. words are used in a mysterions 
peculiar sense, and consequently not in their 
dinary sense. But to maintain this position 
its full extent, would entirety abrogate and dest 
divine revelation ; unless it can be ascertaig 
and settled beyg@nd all.doubt and coptrove 
what the mysterious and peculiar sense of wo 
as used in the scriptures is? It is apparent t . 
this cannot be done, unless it was revealed, and 
that it was not, is sufficiently evident, from the. ~ 
multifarious and contradictory, expositions of the 
sacred text. 

To contend that words are used in the scriptures 








in a peculiar and mysterious sense, or different 
‘from. their ordinary sense, entirely destroys the 
scriptures, because, it fakes away their meaning, 
or renders it perfectly arbitrary, which is the same 
thing. Words are the signs of ideas; in their 
origin they are entirely arbitrary, but from usage 
and common consent, they become established and 
settled signs, more or less definite. as. their use 
has been accurate and uniform. If words have 
not an established and uniform meaning they are 
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altogether arbitrary, and cease to be signs of ideas 
because they convey no definite and certain ideas 
tothe mind. It is true that from the imperfection 
of language, many words have several meanings 
or are used as signs of different ideas ; and in such 
Gase we must determine, what idea the word is 


used as a sign of, from the sense, and the rules of 


criticism. It may also be observed that words 
are sometimés used, in what is called a metaphori- 
cal or figurative sense, in which case, they are 
not, of course, used according to their ordinary or 
literal import. Fromthese and other imperfec- 
tions of language, there are some cases in which 
the true meaning of an author cannot satisfacto- 
rily be ascertained ; but these difficulties are rare 
since the light, which haa been thrown upon this 
subject by the philological principles and illustra- 
tions of Locke and others. The time was, when 
the world, or those wha were called the learned, 
acted upon the maxim that ‘‘ words are things ;” 
but now they are only regarded as sounds or signs 
of ideas. 

There are but three ways, in which scripture 
Janguage can be considered ; either according to 
its ordinary sense, as entirely arbitrary, or as pos- 
sessing a cabalistical meaning. If the two last can- 
not be true, the first must, We have already ob- 
served, to maintain, that scripture language is 
arbitrary, is to destroy the scriptures, because it 
takes away their meaning. If words are used in 
an arbitrary manner they cease to be signs of ideas, 
and consequently convey nothing to the mind. 

If the scriptures are written in an unknown and 
éabalistial language, then it becomes necessary to 
have a key to this language, or its meaning can- 
not be got at. If it was the design of God, that 
the sacred truths of revelation, should be locked 
up in a dark and cabalistic dialect, to hide them 
from the people, and to make work for the clergy, 
it is necessary that the latter should have had 
communicated to them a key to unlock these sa- 
éred and hidden mysterjes. The successor of St. 
Peter, at Rome, who hath clothed himself in the 
vestment of infatility, has long cJaimed this, but 
no protestait clergyman has gone such an extra- 
vagant Jength. With what propriety his holiness, 
or any other sect or member of the priesthood 
can Claim this infalible key to the scriptures, can 
best be determined from the harmony, consistency 
and reasonableness of their interpretations there- 
of. All the exertions and industry of the learned 
have never been able to decipher or evolve the 
hieroglyphics of the ancient Egyptians ; but this 
would be easy, compared to the hopeless under- 
taking of unriddling and evolving an unknown 
and mystical language, in which it had pleased 
infinite wisdom to veil truths too sacred to be per- 
ceived by man—without any guide or hght to di- 
rect inquiry. 

Those who have contended for the mystisisms 
ef scripture, have not taken distinctly, either 
of the grounds here pointed out ; no one we be- 





me 


lieve, has contended that scripture language was 
unqualifiedly arbitrary, nor has any one maintain- 
ed that it is uniformly and unqualifiedly of a mys- 
tical character, Origen with whom the practice 
of spitualizing the scriptures originated, did not 
adopt the idea that scripture language was an un- 
known and mystical dialect, but he considered it, 
as a double language, or as having a double mean- 
ing—one according to the ordinary import of the 
words, and the other hidden mysterious and spir- 
itual. This character was given to the scriptures 
generally, by Origen and other ancient fathers ; 
but the moderns appear to have limited this con- 
struction, and to consider that it is only certain 
passages and texts, which have this double charac- 
ter ; they seem to admit that generally the lan- 
guage of the bible is to be understood according to 
its ordinary sense. This, instead of removing, is 
only incregsing the difficulty ; for if the language | 
of scripture is used, sometimes in its ordinary 
sense, sometimes in a mystical one, and sometimes ~ 
in both or a double sense, how is it possible to tell 
in which of these characters it is to be considered ? 
There are no marks by which the mystical passa- 
ges can be distinguished ; if there were, there 
could not have been such universal disagreement 
both among the learned and the unlearned as te 
which these passages are, and the interpretation 
of those that are generally regarded as of this des- 
cription. 

It is unnecessary to pursue this subject further. 
There cannot, certainly, be a greater absurdity, 
or amore dangerous prit.ciple as we shall attempt 
to shew hereafter, then the pretention, that the 
scriptures are not to be understood and explained 
according to the ordinary use and meaning of lan- 
guage and established rules of criticism. 

TRENCHARD. 
————m 
Mipp.etown, Dec. 8, 1821. 
To the Editor of the Inquirer, 

Sin—Last Sabbath evening I attended the 
presbyterian conference in this place; in the 
course of the sermon, the Rev. divine stated, that 
preachers of the Gospel were frequently asked 
the reasons fof the doctrines that they preached, 
and that many times, the only answer they could 
give, was a ‘‘ silent smile of pity.” By preachers 
of the Gospe} it is presumed those were meant of 
his own sect. 

Now if these “preachers of the Gospel,”’ find 
themselves involved in the difficulty which was 
here openly acknowledged, is it not an evidence, 
that the Gospel they preach js very different from 
that blessed Gospel, (‘‘glad tidings of good,’’) 
preached by our ‘‘ divine master’ and his apos- 
tles. For where do we find an instance in the 
scriptures of their being unable to give a *‘ reason 
of the hopé that wasin them” or of their ever an- 
swering the many questions that were put to them 
by ‘silent smiles of pity.’ If these ‘* preachers 








af modern gospel”? would peruse their bible’s 
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more attentively, and preach the doctrines found 
therein, instead of the productions of their own 
imaginations they would never have occasion to 
confess their inability to answer any questions 
which the inquiring mind might ask, or of resort- 
ing to weak and peurile subterfuges, te shield their 
‘doctrine’? from ‘‘the light of reason.” ‘ Be 
ready always to give an answer to every man that 
asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you 
with meekness and fear.’’—1 Peter, iii. 15. 
TRUTH. 





Keligious Bnquirer. 
HARTFORD, SATURDAY, JANUARY, 5, 1821. 


CALVINISM. 


We now proceed to notice the rive points of 
Calvinism ; they are, PREDESTIMATION, PARTICU- 
LAR REDEMPTION, TOTAL DEPRAVITY, BFFECTUAL 
cALLING and the FINAL PERSEVERANCE Of saints. 
In order to give a view of the doctrine in as few 
words as possible, we copy the statements from 
Buck’s Theological Dictionary, Article Calvinists, 
taken from the writings of Calvin, and the decis- 
ions of Dort—and are principally the same as the 
Saybrook platform. 

1. Predestination.—‘‘ They maintain that God 
hath chosen a certain number ofthe fallen race of 
Adam in Christ, before the foundation of the 
world unto eternal glory, ‘vithout the least fore- 
sight of faith, good works, or any conditions per- 
formed by the creature ; and that the rest of man- 
kind he was pleased to pass by, 2nd ordain to dis- 
honor and wrath, for their sins, to the praise of his 
vindictive justice.” 

According to this etatement it is supposed, that 
when the Almighty formed the disign of creating 
man, HE purposed and determined in himself to 
save a part of the beings ug was about to create, 
but the rest, ne designed should perish, or be for- 
ever miserable. That this purpose and determin- 
ation was UNCHANGEABLY and ImnvuTABLY fixed in 
the divine mind, agreeable to which, before ue 
laid the foundation of the world, mg selected or 
fixed upon a deffnite number, to saved and 
damned, so that according to the Saybrook plat- 
form, not one, more or less can be saved or damn- 
ed. Itis worthy of remark, that this choice was 
made, without the least regard to FAITH, GOOD 
WORKS, or any conpition performed by the 
creature. Ina word, this election is declared not 
to rest, on a condition to be proposed to, or per- 
formed by man, but solely, and altogether on the 
will and purposes of Gop. Yet notwithstanding, 
this positive declaration, that Gop cuose, without 
the least roresionr of faith, good works, or any 
condition performed by the creature ; itis solemn- 
ly asserted, in the same statement, that the reason 
why God passes by, and ordains to dishonor, the 














that if God ordains men to dishonor and wrath, be- 
cause they are sinners, if they were not sinners, 
he would not pass by them; that if an effect is 
produced by a certain cause, if the cause does not 
exist, the effect would not be produced. There 
is then a palpable contradiction in the statement q 
as it throws the ELecTIoN on the condition of not i 
being sinners ; and this is the true reason why 
they are thus ordained, if all mankind are sinners 
according to general acknowledgment, and equal- 
ly deserving of eternal wrath, the reason oppera- 
ting equally upon all, atx must be past by and left 
to perish. If any therefore are saved, it must rest 
on the absolute will of God, unconditionally, both 7 
as it respects the tire and the peara ; hence the ‘3 
following conclusion is just ; if God is pleased to 
give eternal life to an individual who is a sinner, a 
and equally guilty with his fellow beings, sinru1 ; 
Ness cannot be an obstacle in the way of salva- 
tion, nor can sinfulness, fuetly be considered as 
the reason, or sole cause, why Ged should ordain \ 
to eternal wrath. 

It is necessary we keep in mind, that according 
to this article in the calvinistic creed, the deter- 
mination ‘‘to pass by and ordain to wrath” was 
formed in the divine mind prior to the existence 
of any human being, who is the subject of this de- 
termination. If then, they were ordained to dis- 
honor because they were sinners, # must have 
been in consequence of the rorrsicar of Ge 
which proves a second contradiction. But as 
being can be a sioner but by actual transgressig 
and asthe non-elect were ordained to wrath bef 
they were born, it follows of course that, that 
fulness had its existence, only in the forekne 
edge of God, whose omniscient eye behold 
‘things that are not as though they were,” 
this knowledge must rest upon the design to 
stitute man with such powers, and subject him 
such passions, as would render him liable to s 
and te surround him with such objects, as wor 
infallibly operate on those passions, and Icad him © 
into transgression. From this itis easy to discov- _ 
er, that while the non-eLect are sinners, this sin-._ 
fulness results from the design and perposés of 
God ; as he has so constituted them, and arr 
things in such a manner, as to have a ect 
knowledge, and roresicny of that sinfulness be- 
fore they were born, and which must have been 
consistent with the divine will. Therefore that 
cannot, (on any principle offreason) be consideretl 
as the sole cause, or reason why an end is pro- 
duced, which is only the means of effecting, what 
was before determined. 

We are however told, that this system of uncan- 
ditional election, does not effect the moral agency, 
or accountableness of the creature, buat on the 
contrary, man can act as freely, and be as much 
the proper subject of calls, warnings, exhortations 
promises and threateving:, as ifno such decree ex- 
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NOW-ELECT, is on account of their Sins. Can it 
possibly require much penetration to discover. 


neg We will not at this {ime altempt to shew 
ithe absurdity of this astertion én all its various 
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bearings, reserving that for further investigation 
on those points yet to be attended to, and will onl 
say, were it admitted that this decree, did not et- 


fect the moral agency of man—What then? Of 
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tion, but bis providence, or the physical and moral goverti- 
ment of the universe is equally demonstrative of his infinite 
wisdom. The power of God is always present, byt his 
wisdom lies more concealed ; the former is discovered by 
the senses, but the latter, requires the operation of the 


what use is this agency or freedom of action, when | understanding ; for it is intelligence only, that can discover 
the ACTION however good, cannot change the | the traces of a supreme intelligence. it is design and in- 
immutable purpose of God, who “ without the| *elligence, which are the peculiar evidences of wisdom ¢ 


least foresight of faith, good works or any condi- 


and unlimited design and intelligence are the peculiar 
evidences of emniscience. The wonderful intelligence, 


tion performed by the creature,”’ hath elected a|design and contrivance displayed in the works of crea- 
certain number to eternal life and ordaimed the rest|tion, and every part-and member thereof, from the sub- 


to dishonor and wrath. 
[To be continued.) 
— 
A.concise view of the first princyples of Religion. 
(No. 4. Continued from page 19.) 


limest to the minutest objects; the astonishing order and 
harmony in which they are preserved ; the isconceiva- 
ble acceracy in Which the proper boundaries uses and 
objects of the parts, and their relations to each other 
and to whole are maintained ; that inscrutible superin- 
tendance, ot to speak more philosophically, those im- 


Having laid down the general proposition that the whole | mutable and eternallaws by which this wonderful design 
theory of religion consists of a knowledge of the attributes|and contrivance, this order and harmony, the proper 
of God, and his purposes towards his creatures, and at-| boundaries and uses of the parts of the system, their re- 
tempted to shew that although all, nominally ascribe to|lations to each other and to the whole, and the various 


the deity his proper attributes, 
faith and their practical conduct, 


t in their systems of| phenomena of nature, are governed, regulated and sus- 
y deny or take aWay | tained—afford the strongest possible demonstration of in- 


these attributes, and that the adherants of every false system | finele and eternal wisdom. 


of faith, the offspring of human device and invention, do vir- 
tually worship a God of their own invention,—we will pro- 
ceed to make a few observations upon the attributes and 


But it is not to be supposed that short sighted and frail 
mortals can perceive the full extent and perfection of the 
eternal designs of creation and providence, *Whohath 


purposes of the “ living and the trae God,”—the supreme|fathomed the counsels of God, or searched into the rich- 


eternal Being, from whom “‘ cometh every good and perfect 
ift.”? 

The attributes we shall notice are his omnipotence, om- 
nicience, justice, goodness or benevolence—we shall then 
notice his purposes or designs. 

First, The omnipotence or power of the Supreme Being 
18 not a subject of much error or misapprehension; we 
ahall not therefore have occasion to say much on this 
poiat. As extensive and pernicious as has been the influ- 
ence of system and creed making, and as great as are the 
absurdities in which it has involved the world, it has’ not 
been able to destroy that innate consciousness, felt by every 
rational being, of the omnipotence of God. The omnipo- 
tence of the Supreme Being, cannot be well abstracted, 


from the conception of his existence ; so that to believe, or] ) 


feela consciousness of the existence of God, is to believe or 


es of his wisdom.’ We can see only a part of this grand 
sy stem, we can discover only partially the design of its 
author; but this, is sufficient to demonstrate that this de- 
sign, is the offspring of infinite wisdom and power. 
ORIGEN. 
p—___ 

The opposers of UNIVERSAL SALVATION ate continually 
finding fault with Universalists, for dwelling so much on 
the love and mercy of Gop. They say, we ought to re- 
member his suSTICE as well as his MERcY, for justice 
must have its demands as well as MERCY. Supposing we 
wete to yield to the sentiments of our brethren, and ask 
them to inform us what will satisfy the demands of sustTice. 
They would tell us, that justice DEMANDS the ETER- 
WAL MISERY of the transgressor. Let us listen for. fur- 


ther instruction on this point. ‘If God were to deal with 


fevl a consciousness of omnipotant power. The works of/us according to strict sustick, we should ALL be con- 


creation, the force of the elements and the primary pheno- 
mena ef nature, are at the same time, the living and sub- 


signed to the darkness of despair.” Listen again. ‘On 
how wonderful it is, that such Hell-deserving sinners as we 


sublime monuments, of the existence, and the power, of the} are, should yet be spared, when JUSTICE demands that 


Supreme Being. The conception of creation, fills the mind 
with the highest and most perfect idea of infinile power, of 
which it is susceptible. ‘* Let there be light, said God, 
and there was tight.” From the poor Indian, ‘ whose un- 
tutored mind’ sees the ‘great spirit? in the tempest, or 
hears his voice in the stupendious cataract, to the philoso- 
_— who explores the arcana of this ‘universal frame,’ and 
races the operations of the divinity through worlds unnum- 
bered and systems untold, all, acknowledge an Almighty 
power, which designed, formed and preserves, the grand, 
wonderful and incomprehensible machine of creation. 


Second, The omniscience, or infinite wisdom of God, if] a Universalist, why not all mankind? And if 


not equally obvious with his omnipotence, is so generally 
admitted and for the most part so correctly understood, that 
it is deemed uanecessary to dwelllonguponit. There are 
some, however, who have had the presumption to limit the 
wisdom of God, and more who never appear to perceive 


we should be cut down as cumberers of the ground.” 

Now as all have sinned and come short of. the glory of 
God, ALL, according to strict sestick must be damned, 
for sUsT1c¥ must have its demands, and ETRRNAL DAM- 
NATION, cah alone satisfy its requirements. How then 
shall any be saved? ‘*Oh, the MERCY, the wonderful 
mercy of God’ says the opposer, “saves our souls from 
hell.”” Why do they not say, that mercy vioLATES the 
eternal principle o JUSTIC » and suves man from its 
Pos and consistent requirements. 

ut if mercy saves a Calvinist ora Methodist, why not 
ERCY is 
that divine power that triumphs inthe salvation of man, 
why may not Universalists preach the mercy of God, as 
well as others? And if susTick is to be released or aban 
doned in part, to save one, why may it not m ToTo, to 
save ali mankind. As belicvers in eternal misery are so 


any evidence of it, except in what they call the scueme of| anxious that justice should have its DEMANDS, on whom 


his grace, through the merits of his son. 


power is evident, but such ‘schemes of grace’ as have 
beeo manufactured by synods and councils, Luthers, Cal- 


vins, assemblies of divines, whether at Westminster, Say- 


brook, or elsewhere, afford but a strange display of divine 
wisdom. 


Not only the source from whence we derive so conclu- 


sive evidence of the power ofthe Deity, the works of crea- 


That divine wis-| do they intend it shall be administered—On themselves * 
dom is displayed in this, and every ther operation of his} No. 


‘They take shelter under the wings of Mercy. ‘They 
are perfectly willing as to themselves, that God should 
dispence with justice, and deal altogether in mercy.— 
With them a ‘God all mercy”? may be a “ God unjust” 
but in regard to others, a God all JUST may be a God 
UNMERCIFUL. How perfectly this accords, with the 
command of the Saviour, “Tsay unto yeu love vour enes 
mies,?? &e 











